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SECRETARY McNAMARA: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
ΝΣ ‘I have one announcement, after which I will attempt to answer vhatever 
questions you wish to direct to me. ° 


Four Soviet long-range reconnaissance aircraft overflew the United 
States aircraft carrier IX on the 22nd of February in the North Atlantic 
southeast of the Azores Isiends. The Soviet aircraft, which were the TU-95, — 
known as the Bear model, epparently flew from a base in Russia in flights of two 
aircraft each. The flights were separated by approximately two hours. Both 
flights were observed and followed by United States Air Force aircraft east of 
' Teeland enroute to and fran the FORRESTAL's location. The first tvo Soviet 
aircraft flew over the FORRESTAL at approximately 9:00 o'clock in the morning. 
‘One of the Bears remained high, at about 30,000 feet; the other flew low, at 
about 2,000 feet below the overcast and passed over the FORRESTAL twice. 


north. The same high-low procedure was followed by the second flight which 
flew over the FORRESTAL. about 11:00 o'clock the seme morning. This formation 
was also intercepted by the United States Air Force aircraft an escorted by 
FORRESTAL aircraft while in the area of the carrier. Hone of the Soviet afy- 
craft showed hostile intent. . 
ΕΣ: will be happy to answer your questions. 

quarto: What vas the date, six? 
ΝΣ SECRETARY McRAMARA: The 22nd of February. | 
a = QUESTION: What significance do you attach to the overflight by the 
Eoviet bombers? ΝΕ a | | a 


΄ 
overflights of other carriers too x place 


as far back ag ia: _ 
are correct. sate Jan 


“ary, ἀξ cy notes 


:6c.ated ineident. As I mentioned Carlier, we have had many, many Leite τε 1 
une past when Soviet. medium- and shorter ance craft have. 


Pacific and the North Atlantic. 


The first time the longer range aircraft were used ‘t appeared τὸ 
Le simply an isolated case, but having seen three or four incidents of ΜΝ kim 
2 the last’ four weeks or five weeks, it seens to us to-begin to fora a natter: 
and @ rather substantial addition to their previous reconnaissance activity asd 
' we simply wanted to report it to you. | 


QUESTION: Would you give a rough number, @ round number, on how 
many ovérflights there were, say, in 19627 ͵ 

SECRETARY McNAMARA: I am sorry. I can't. It 18 not that I don't 
wish to. I simply don't have the figure but it was a fairly substantial mber 
because in areas where we are a few hundred miles off shore there are rather 
frequent overflights. I would say scores. 


QUESTION: Did the Soviet Planes attenpt any evasive action? 
SECRETARY McNAMARA: Not to my knowledge, πο... 


QUESTION: Just to change the subject a trifle, ve vere toid chat 
there were several Russian ships “headed for Cuba and if we go by the ‘rfor- 
mation that we have gotten from any agency of goverment, they have sever ὁ 
gotten there. 1 would like to know, have they arrived; have any of the 
Pussian troops been loaded abcard; and have any of the ships started back 
toward Russia with any troops aboard? ΝΞ ΝΞ 


SECRETARY McNAMARA: The question is were. Soviet ships or, the- 
duestion didn't mention passenger ships, I presume yqu were referring: 
basically to passenger type ships, were Soviet passenger ships on the way to 
Cuba; did they arrive and have they left and, if so, did they carry Soviet 
troops On board? _ . . 


of Ὁ I think 10 is much too early to say anything regarding the movecert 
nt Soviet military personnel out of Cuba. The President has stated that ‘the 
wt nee Government has indicated that within the next few weeks by the middle 
Ἶ ων approximately, they anticipate removing from the island of Cuba 
“Rousand military personnel but it is mich too ébrly to report in any 
Ose movements. 7 ΝΞ 
“ἃ ΦΣΒΤΙΟΝ: Mr. Secretary, could you tell us whether you are willing ᾿ 
bt, Any of the major revisions that observers have suggested for the 


military pay bill such as an earlier starting date? 


SECRETARY McNAMARA: The question {s ἃ 


a + 
: re we preparec τὸ iccep. arn; 
of the major revisions proposed by Congressman : - : 


Phvers {:. we wi.itary pay cf: 


. ἢ 1 >eceived a COPY of his statement only yeetercay morning. I have 
veen studying it since that time. I-have not neariy comp.ieced my review of i: 


-ῷ 
om « 


~we 


rt contains ἃ series of suggested ς es, a m—portast atl ρον 
deserving careful analysis. There hoes wpear oa van Wrportent, asi of che 
i series of changes that would act to reduce the increases prdposei in officer 
pay. I may be misinterpreting them. But this appears to me to be ine effec. 
If that is the effect, I believe it to be unwise to reduce the orficer pay 
increases below the levels which we propose and I would therefore plaz to 
discuss that matter with the committee if 7 am interpreting it properly. But 
since I have only had this for a few hours I don't think I should coment core 
extensively on the subject. . 
fs 

QUESTION: On another subject, there has been soce taik in che δε 
few days about a possible missile gap, I mean a photo gap in the Cuban recor- 
naissance. Can you tell us if there was such a gap and if there was ary 
reason why the CIA's job was taken over by the Air Force? 


. ᾿ς SECRETARY McNAMARA: Let me answer the last portion of the quest for 
first and then go to the first portion of the question. 


Wad there any reason for traksferring operational responsicility 
for high level reconnaissance over Cuba from the CIA to the Air Force? The 
answer was yes there was such a reason. The number of fiigh*s increased τὸ 
ἃ point where the CIA aircraft were not capable of carryi thes our and had 
to be supplemented therefore by SAC aircraft at which time the Strategic Air 
Command assumed responsibility for such operations. ἘΞ . 


Now as to the first..portion of the question, was there @ photo 
gap? I think nos, I believe I mentioned, in fact I am certain I did, in the 
*WO-hour TV report approximately two weeks ago that between the 5th of. 
September and-the l4th'of October, inclusive of those two dates, we flew 
and obtained photographs from 81x U-2 flights, one on the 5th of Seprenber, 


one on the 26th of September, one on the 29th of September, one on the 5th of 


October, one on the 7th of October and one on the bth of October. I thick 
you can see that the overflights were frequent during that period. 


. — : | | ave 
QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you tell us why it is that you | 
mt released photographs from that period either publicly or to Members of _ 
Congress? SO | Ν | | 


\ ᾿ ἊΝ 


~CCiuded exong tse σξεσξρβ 
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Kan ὡς . ᾿ | 
ΝΕ nace ΚΟΚΌΜΆΠΑ: Yes. The photographs didn't relate to the 
gc ject hat presente in my TV report. We were showing the progress during 
that paryscusar series of months, July, August, September, October, ehd the 
rnovograpas fron this particular set of missions didn't relate to the specific 
gites that I was discussing. 


ΦΙΣΟΤΊΟΝ: Mr. Secretary, you have given what appears to be a 
cechanical reason for the Air Force taking over from the CIA. I wonder -if 
there are any policy considerations? | 


SECRETARY McNAMARA: No. 
. QUESTION: And what you see as the role of the CIA and the Air Force 
{r such operations? ‘ 


SECRETARY McNAMARA: No, there were no policy corsiderations. There 
wos sinply a mechanical problem, as you imply, I gave a mechanical reason, and 
tnat was the basis for the decision. The Strategic Air Command had more air- 
craft by far available for this mission than the CIA and the mmber of flights 
req tred exceeded the capabilities of the CIA during that period. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you were very Optimistic in your foreword - 
to your budget message about the progress of things in South Viet Nam. Gereral 
Wheeler also was optimistic. Are you still optimistic or do you think it ray 
taxe a little lorger? . - ΝΣ 


SECRETARY McNAMARA: I don't believe I have ever indicated it would 
ce other than 8 long, hard struggle extending over 8 period of years. I “rave 
fe.t that way in the past after each of my meetings with our commacders ic) 
Couch Viet Mam and with the Ambassador in South Viet Nam. I have so reported 
afcer each of the visits I have held with those individuals doth in Zonoluls 
ard in Seigon. I feel exactly tne same way today. I am optimistic ir τε 
ense that progress 18. discernible. The drive of the -Viet Cong supported by 
the North Vietnemese against the established government in South Viet Jan has 
cden blunted. ἘΝ 


There are a number of factors that are favorable, a numoer of 1δ- 
the Viec Corg 


<ications that the South Vietnamese are stronger 15 relation vo V Coz 
vhan they were a-year ego. In that sense there ‘has been PYOgress . For vast 
reason’ I am optimistic. But I am not predicting the tersizat ‘on of tie co=- 
flict It will be a long, hard, dangerous conflict. The Viet Cong, cespire 
these evidences of progress that I can cite have been able to recruit to 
‘tneir force sufficient personnel to offset very heavy losses. 


| I think this 18 an-extremely important factor and one ve must vies ea 
linge to watch. Furthermore, the Viet Cong continue to harass the establiss 
goverrmental authorities in South Viet Nam at the village level, at tae . 
Province level and at the national level. It ia true that the sai σατο 
attack by the Viet Cong against, established forces and against the ς 


